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perties of the liberal; since he both gives and does not re-
ceive,, yet neither as he ought, or well. If then he were to
become accustomed to this, or should in any other way be
changed, he would be a liberal man -, for he would give
to those to whom he ought, and would not receive whence
he ought not. Hence he also appears not to be depraved
in Ms moral character ; for it is not the mark of a villainous
or ignoble person to be excessive in giving and not re-
ceiving, but of a silly man. Now he who is in this man-
ner prodigal, appears to be much better than the illiberal,
both for the above-mentioned reasons, and because the one
benefits many, the other no one., not even himself. But
most prodigals, as has been mentioned, also take whence
they ought not, and are in that view Illiberal. But they be-
come greedy to receive, because they wish to spend, but are
not able to do that easily 5 for their means shortly fail them.
They are therefore compelled to procure them elsewhere;
at the same time, since they have no regard whatever for
what is noble, they receive thoughtlessly, and from every
source5 for they have a violent desire of giving; but how
or whence makes no difference to them, Wherefore neither
are their gifts liberal j for they are nofc noble, nor for the
sake of that same noble, nor as is proper; but sometimes
those who deserve to be In poverty, they make rich, and will
give nothing to the virtuous In morals, and yet much to
flatterers, or those who procure them any other pleasure.
Hence al$o the most of them are Intemperate 3 for spending
their property freely, they are also expensive on intemperate
pleasures ; and because they do not live by the canon of
what Is noble, they incline to pleasures. The prodigal then
being left without a guide, transgresses in these things j but
were he to meet with attention, he may arrive at the me-
dium and the becoming-,

5. But illlberality is incurable; for old age and every in*
firmity seem to render men illiberal $ and it is more conge-
nial to men, than prodigality 5 for the great mass of mankind
is more fond of money, than apt to give. Moreover it is